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Introduction

The Integrated Shop Program has been operating on a pilot basis for the

past three years. The first year the program was in seven high schools.

The second year three additional high schools were added to the program.

The third year an additional nine high schools and too junior high schools

were added to the program.

The General nature of the Program

The following excerpts from a paper prepared by Dr, William E. Eortimer

explains the origin and philosophy of the Integrated Shop Program.

'There are many kinds of vocationally oriented courses which could be

offered in a program of this nature. However, it is impossible to offer a

great variety of them in a small high school. rvan though the interests

of students may be many and varied and it would le desirable from their

standpoint to have a great variety of offerings, it is not economically

feasible to offer all of the types of work that students might desire. Rec-

ognizing this fact, the committee working in the preliminary phase of this

project selected the general areas of drafting, voodwork and building con-

struction, metal fabrication, and power mechanics as the programs to be

offered. The reasons for this selection are as follows:

1. All of these kinds of work arc important In modern society.
In fact, the total number of jobs related to these four
areas of work represent a large and important segment of
the labor force, and there are usually ample opportunities
for employment.

2. Many of the school shops in small high schools already have
a considerable amount of the basic equipment needed to teach
these courses. Most of them also have the building space needed.
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3. Students generally have interests in one or more of these
areas. Of course, some students may have interests and
aptitudes in important industrial and agricultural areasnot herein represented, but in terms of the limitationswhich small schools operate it seems that these particular
areas would serve the needs of more students than most
others which might be selected.

The first two years of the program, ninth and tenth grades, are largely

ex?loratory in nature although skill training is included. At the conclu-

sion of this part of the program a student who is interested in obtaining

additional training selects one or possibly two specialized areas in which

he will obtain greater depth of training during the eleventh and twelfth

grades. .

Objectives of the Prorram

"The major, overall purpose of the project is to provide improved

programs of occupational preparation in the small high schools of Utah so

that students from such high schools may be lettar prepared than they

presently are or have been to enter industry or to continue their education

and training at a post secondary institution. !:ore specific objectives may

be stated as follows:

1. To provide a type of vocational training for students in the
first two years of high school which will help them to acquire
basic skills and knowledge in important industrial and agri-
cultural activities, yet at the same tine will allow them to
explore the fields of drafting, woodwork and building con-
struction, power mechanics, and metal fabrication with a possible
view towards selecting one of these as his occupational field.

2. To provide students who elect to specialize in one or two of the
four major areas of work offered in the Integrated Shop Programwith high quality skill training and concomitant knowledge so
that they may be prepared for entry jobs in industry in their
chosen field or for more advanced training at a post-secondary
institution.

3. To assist students in acquiring those personal and socia.. traits
which help them to be worthy citizens and valuable employees.



34. To assist students in finding enpleyment upon completion of
their training program and to help keep them employable and
employed."

"Sewn criteria Imre set up for the schools, school districts, and

communities to meet when the original seven schools were selected. The

criteria are as follows:

1. The school district superintendent and the high school principal
must. h;..ve a keen interest in trying a new program such as this
and in supporting it to the extent that it can be successful.

2. The teachers must be competent to tench the subject areas
included in the program or must be willing to prepare them-
selves so that they will be competent. In addition, they must
have an interest in the exemplary program and must do every-
thing possible to make it successful.

3. The schedule of classes within a school must be such that
students desiring the program will be able to register for it.Also there must be enough students enrolled in the program to
make it a fairly economic unit in the school system.

4. The physical facilities must be of such a nature that the space
and equipment are adequate, or can be readily modified so that
they are adequate to accommodate the recommended program.

5. The school district must be in such a financial condition that
it can furnish its share of the costs of the program. This
would include its portion of:
a. The teacher's salary
b. The remodeling of the shop or shops
.c. The tools and equipment
d. The supplies

6. If it is at all feasible, the community in which the expansion
schools are located should have some industry related to one
or more cf the major areas offered in the training program.

7. The parents of the students who desire to enroll in the program
should be willing to have their children engage in such a pro.
grain and should be interested in supporting it so that it can he
successful."
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EVALUATION OF THE THIRD YEAR INTEGRATED SHOP PROGRAM

The evaluation procedure for the Integrated Shop Program pilot program

in the nineteen rural high schools, two junior high schools, and two control

schools consisted of the following:

1. A pre-test and post-test for each of the one semester courses

(Drafting, Power Mechanics, Metal Fabrication, Woodwork and

Building Construction) plus equivalent courses in the two control

schools.

2. A standardized test (Cooperative Industrial Arts Tests) covering

the areas of drawing, metals, and woods was administered to the

students who were, or had been, registered in Drafting I, Woodwork

and Building Construction I, Metal Fabrication II, and Power Mech

anics II ia the ninth and tenth grades at the Integrated Shop

Program schools and in the equivalent courses at the two control

schools.

3; A standardized test (Stcoford Achievement Test - High School

Technical Comprehension) was administered to the students registered

in the advanced courses i Metal Fabrication III and IV and Power

Mechanics I:I and IV in the eleventh and twelfth grades at the

Integrated Shop Program schools and in the equivalent courses in the

two control schools.

4. A performauce test was developed for several skill areas within

each of the four areas: Drafting I, Woodwork and Building Con-

struction I, Metal Fabrication II, and Power Mechanics II.
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5. An opininnnaire vas given to a sample of the students in each of

the four areas.

6. En opinicnnaire was given to the instructors and to the administra-

tors of the Integrated Shop Program schools.

PreTest and Post-Test

During the workshop in the summer of 1970 the participants for pilot'

high schools (vocational agriculture teachers and industrial arts teachers)

under the direction cf Dr. rAlliam E. Mortimer revised the guides that had

been developed during the workshop held in the summer of 1909 and used

during the school year 1969-70. In addieon the participants developed the

guides for Metal Fabrication III and IV and for Power Mechanics III and IV.

During the workshops mentioned above, unit tests were developed and revised

for each of the four guides and unit tests were developed for each of the

two advanced courses. From these unit tests a comprehensive pre-test and

post-test was developed for each of the six guides.

During the workshop in the summer of 1971 the six guides were again

revised where necessary and the guides for Drafting III and IV and Woodwork

and Building Construction III and IV were developed. The unit tests and a

comprehensive pre-test and lest -test were developed fcr the two above guides.

In addition to the above mentioned workshop, an additional workshop was

also held fcr four weeks for the instructors from the nine additional high

schools and two junior high schools. The purpose of this workshop was to

acquaint the instructors with the basic philosophy of the Integrated Shcp

Program and skills they needed to teach the program.

The pre-tests and post tests were administered to the students at the

beginning of the semester, and again at the end LI the semester for each of

the basic courses.
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Two control schools that were as near like the pilot schools in size

and geographic location as was possible were selected by the advisory com-

mittee. Inasmuch as the instructional material developed uns for the

students normally registered for Vocational Af-xicultural ilechanics and

Industrial Arts classes, the pre-test and post-test was administered to the

students registered in Industrial Arts and Vocational Agricultural Mechanics

courses at the control schools.

Findings

Table 1 depicts the average percentage gain:!d between mean scores of

the classes on the pre -test and post-tests. The area of Drafting shoved the

greatest amount of gain, with an average gain or 28 percent for all Inte-

grated Shop Program schools. The lerst amount of gain was in the area of

Wood-York and Building Construction with an average gain of 15 percent. It

can also be noted in Table 1 that the control schools made the highest per-

cent gain in the areas of Uoodwork and Building Construction and Drafting

T'esign with an average gain of 13 points and 14 respectively. The'

amount of gain by the control schools was in the area of Metal

Fabrication.

Table 1 also notes a rather wide span between average percentage gained

in each of the four areas by the different schools. For example, in the

area of Drafting, school "B" showed an average gain of 47 percent between

the pre test and post -test while school ".7" showed a gain of only 13 percent.

Each of the other areas show similar variations among the twenty-one schools.

Table 1 indicates that the control schools are nearly equal in the area

of Woodwork and Building Construction I to the Integrated Shop Program schools.

The control schools showed the greatest difference in percentage gained in

the area of Metal Fabrication II but the difference was not significant at



the .05 level. It should be noted that the two control schools did not

teach formal courses in areas of Drafting and Power Mechanics at the ninth

and tenth grade level.

In comparing total points gained by the Integrated Shop Program schools,

and the points gained by both control schools in all four areas, there is

not a significant difference between them at the .05 level.
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In comparing the percentage gained between the schools that have been

teaching the Integrated Shop Program two and three years with the schools

teaching the program for the first year, it can be seen in Table 2 that the

second and third year schools did slightly better then the first year schools.

The greatest amount of spread was only 6 percent in the Power Mechanics area.

This was not significant at the .05 level.

Table 2. Comparison of the Percentage Gain of Second and Third Year ISP
Schools and First Year ISP Schools with Control Schools on the
Pre-test and Post- -test.

Drafting
Woodwork &

Building Construction
Power

Mechanics Metals

2nd & 3rd Year
ISP Schools 30 22 19 20

1st Year
ISP Schools 27 17 13 19

Control Schools 14 18 12 11

Cooperative Industrial Arts Tests

The test results from the Cooperative Industrial Arts Test eve shown in

Table 3. It can be noted from the table that the average raw scores of the

Integrated Shop Program schools and the control schools are nearly equal in the

area of Woods. The Integrated Shop Program schools are higher in the two

other areas of Drawing and Metals than the control schools, but the differ-

ence is not significant at the .05 level.
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Stanford Achievement Test

The results of the Stanford Achievement Test - High School Technical

Comprehension that was administered only to the eleventh and twelfth grade

students registered in the Integrated Shop Program and to the equivalent

classes at the control schools are shown in Table 4. It can be noted that

the students from the control schools scored one point higher on the raw

score than the Integrated Shop Program students. The percentile scores arc

based on a national average for this test and show both of the above ;roups

to be above the national average.

Table 4. Comparison of Scores Received by ISP Schools and Two Control
Schools on the Stanford Achievement Test - High School Technical
Comprehension.

SCHOOL PAW SCORE STANDARD SCORE %ILF SCORE

A 41 53

B 50 65 72

C 45 61 56

IN
45 62 , 60

E 46 62 60

F 56 70 90

0 44 60 50

H 47 53 64

I 43 60 50

J 44 60 50

Average ISP 46 62 60

Average Control 47 63 64

*Letter coding in this table does not correspond to letter coding in Table 1.
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Performance Tests

Performance tests were developed in the four basic areas of the Inte-

grated Shop Program. Several skills were identified in each area based on

the objectives in the respective guides.

An attempt was made to have a minimum of two students from each class

take a particular performance test. The students were randomly selected to

perform on particular tests. A check was made with the instructor to ascer-

tain if the class as a whole had covered each of the areas. If the skill

had not been taught those test items were not administered. Also in those

schools with a small enrollment it was not possible to administer as vide a

variety of test items as it was in some of the larger schools.

Each test item was rated on a 1 to 10 point scale and like test item

scores were averaged to give an average score for each of the test items.

Example: If three students took the same performance test and obtained

scores of 4, 6, and 8 respectively on the test, their scores were averaged

and that particular test would be recorded on the table as 6. Not all of

the schools had taught all four areas of the Integrated Shop Program; there-

fore, no scores will be shown in some areas for some schools.

Findings

Tables 5, 6, 7, and S show the results of the performance tests in the

various skill areas in Draftinp,, Iletal Fabrication, Power ilechanics, and

woodwork and Building Construction.
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Administrators Opinions

Fourteen of the administrators completed and returned the questionnrire.

As shown in Table 9, twenty-nine percent indicated that they were thoroughly

familiar with the Integrated Shop Program; the remaining seventy-one percent

stated that they were somewhat familiar.

Table 9. School Administrators Understanding of the Integrated Shop Program.

Understanding NuMber Percent

Thoroughly familiar 4 29

Somewhat familiar 10 71

Vaguely familiar 0 0

Unfamiliar 0 0

When asked what they considered the strong points of the Integrated

Shop Program, the "iniUvidualized instruction" and 'broader spectrum of

areas" were checked by 54 percent and 71 percent respectively. See Table 10.

Table 10. Strong Points of the Integrated Chap Program as Seen by School
Administrators.

Strong Points Number Percent

Individual instructior 9 64

Organization 4 29

Lock step 1 7

Low cost 1 7

Broader spectrum of areas 10 71

Other n 0
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In responding to what they considered weak points, the administrators

checked "lack of take home type projects" and "too much reading material

for students." Sea Table 11.

Table 11. Weak Points cf the Integrated Shop Program as Seen by School
Administrators.

Weak Points :lumber Percent

Demand too high on the instructor 0 0

Too much reading material for the students 4 29

High cost
0 0

Lack of take home type projects 9 64

Insufficient amount of instructional material 1 7

Other
2 14

The administrators were divided on their response as to whether or not

a higher percent of eligible students
were registered in the Incegrated Shop

Program than previously enrolled in the Industrial Arts and/or Agricultural

Mechanics courses. As shown in Table 17, forty-three percent indicated "yes"

while 57 percent indicated "no."

Table 12. Response of School Administrators to the Ouestion "Has There Been
a Higher Percent of Eligible Students Enroll in the Integrated
Shop Program than Previously Enrolled in the Industrial Arts and/
or Agricultural Ilechanics?"

Response

Yes

NuMber Percent

6 43

3 57

Table 13 shows the administrators response to the question concerning

whether the Integrated Shop Program was attracting the more academically
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oriented student. Twenty -nine vercent indicated they thought it vas attract-

ing the core academically oriented student.

Table 13. Response of School Administrators to the question, "Do You Have
More Academically Oriented Students Enrolled in the Integrated
Shop Progrna than Enrolled in Previous Industrial Arts and/or
Agricultural Zechanics Programs that the Integrated Shop Program
Replaced?"

Lesponse ruMber Percent

yes 4 29

No 9 64

About the same 1 7

As seen in Table 14, the administrators think that the p:,rents of the

students in the Integrated Shop Program are in full support of the program.

Table 14. Response of School Administrators to the question, "Dc Parents of
Students in Your School Support the Integrated Shop Program?"

Response NuMher Percent

Yes 11& 100

tIc 0 0

Then questioned about the readability level of the instructional packet,

22 percent of the administrators indicated that students had questioned the

readability level of the guides, as shown in Table 15. A lesser percent

indicated that teachers and parents had questioned the readability level.

1
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Table 15. Response of Administrators to the Question, "Has the ReadabilityLevel of the Instructional Packets for Students in the Integrated
Shop Program Been Questioned by:"

Response Yes No Unknatm

The students themselves 3 22 9 64
2 ,. 14

The teacher 2 14 10 72 2 14

The parents 0 0 12 86 2 It:

The majority of the administrators indicated that the implementation cf

the Integrated Shop Program had not created any administration problem as

shown in Table 16.

Table 16. School Administrators Response to the Questions "Has Implementationof the Integrated Shop Program Created Any Administration Problem?"

Response Number Percent

Yes
4

29

No
10

71

As sham' in Table 17, the majority of the administrators thought that

the retrafning of teachers has been adequate in both developing the philos-

ophy of the Integrated Shop Program and the skill training necessary.

Table 17. Response of Administrators to the Ouestion, "Has the retraining
of Teachers to Teach the Integrated Shop Program Been Adequate in:"

Training Areas
Response

Yes No

Skill areas

Developing the philosophy
of ISP

11

10

79

71

3

4

21

29
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Eightysix percent of the administrators as shown in Table 18 think

that the Integrated Shop Program is meetine the needs of their respective

communities.

Table 13. School Administrators Response to the Question, "Does the Inte-
grated Shop Program 'feet the Needs of the Community?"

Response

Yes

No

Number

12

2

Percent

86

14

Only 64 percent are of the opinion that the students like the Integrates'.

Shop Program better than the traditional program that they had prior to in-

troducing the Integrated Shop Program, as shown in Table 19.

Table 19. Response of School Administrators to the Question, "Do the
Students Prefer the Integrated Shop Program to the Traditional
Industrial Arts and/or Agricultural Ifechanics Program?"

Response Number Percent

Yes 9 64

No 5 36

It can be noted in Table 23 that the administrators think they have

been getting good support from the State School Office staff in the four

major areas listed.



Table 20. School Administrators Response to the Question, "no You Think the
Integrated Shop Program has had Adequate Support from the Staff
at the State Level with Respect to Providing:"

Support Areas

Yes % Undecided % rho %

Financial support 14 100 0 0 0 0

Pre-service training of teachers
(Training prior to teaching ISP) 12 C6 2 14 0 0

In-service traininq of teachers 10 71 4 29 0 Pv

Instructional material 11 79 3 21 0 0

Teacher Opinions

When asked to respond to the question of how adequate they thought the

guides and instructional packets were Iith respect to different areas as

shown in Table 21, the teachers were only in complete agreement in two areas

and only as the areas relate to the Drafting and Desion guide. The area

that all of the guides fell down in was providing alternate materials for

students co work on when they fail to pass a unit test.

In an overall evaluation of individual facets of the guides ".,y the in-

structors, it can be noted in Table 22 that the majority thought the guides

were good to excellent in most areas. The area considered poorest by the

instructors was the "take home projects" in the Metal Fabrication and Uood-

work and Building Construction guides.

As shown in Table 23, a high percent of the instructors think the

material in the guides is relevant to today'r; job market in all four areas.

There is some question about the Power Mechanics guide as can be noted -

29 percent were undecided on this question.

Yost of the instructors are able to obtain the necessary supplies to

carry out the program as shown in Table 24.
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Table 23. Response of the Teachers to the Ouestion, "Do You Think the
Material in the Cuide is F.elevant to the Basic Skills and F.nou-
ledge Required for Entry Level Jobs in These Fields?"

Area
Yes

Percent

NoUndecided

Drafting & Design

Metal Fabrication

Power Mechanics

Woodwork & BuildinA Construction

31

77

71

(11.-

12

15

2S)

7

7

,)
ta

0

r,o

Table 24. Response of Teachers to the Question, 'Are You Able to Obtain the
Necessary Supplies to Carry Cut the Instructional Program Recom-
mended in the Guide?"

Area Percent
Yes No

Drafting & Design

Metal Fabrication

Power Mechanics

Woodwori: & Building Construction

r%4

85

93

87

6

15

7

13
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As shown in Table 25, the majority of teachers in the area of woodwork

and Building Construction state they have the necessary hand and power tools

and machines to teach the program. There are a number of teachers who think

they need more hand tools, power tools, and machines in the other three areas.

Table 25. Teachers Respoase to the Question, "Do You Have Necessary Hand
Tools and Power Tools, Machine Tools, and Equipment to Conduct
the Integrated Shop Program?"

Draft/Design betel Fab Power :tech Wood/Const
Percent Percent Percent Percent

Yes No Yes No Yes Po Yes No

Hand tools PA 69 31 64 36 CO 20

Power tools NA 54 46 64. 36 80 20

Machine tools NA 62 33 57 43 73 27

Fquipment nA 62 33 64 36 67 33

Instruments - tables,
stools, etc. 69 31 NA NA NA

PA - Not applicable

It can be noted in Table 26 that the majority of teachers prefer

teaching the Integrated Shop Program over their previous program.

Table 26. Teachers Response to the Question, "Do You Prefer Teaching the
Integrated Shop Program Over the Traditional Industrial Arts and/
or Agricultural. Mechanics Program that You were Teaching Prior to
the Integrated Shop Program?"

Area
Percent

Yes No

Drafting & Design

?fetal Fabrication P4
15

Power liechanics 100 0

Woodwork & Building Construction 87 13
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When asked tc indicate if they thought they were getting the support

they should from various people in the school and district, the teachers,

as shown in Tables 27 and 23, indicated that the princinal and superinten-

dent were giving than financial and mo7a1 support, but over 50 percent

indicated they were not getting support from vocational directors and

counselors.

As shown in Table 29, the instructors are divided on whether or not

the students prefer the Integrated Shop Program over the traditional program.

According to the instructor, students in Metal Fabrication and Woodt7ork and

Building Construction prefer the traditional program.

The instructors who answered 'yes" to the above question were asked to

indicate the reasons the students preferred the Integrated shop Program over

the traditional Industrial Arts and/or Agricultural Mechanics. As shown in

Table 30, the two reasons that rate highest were "better oreanized" and

"student able tc proceed at his own rate."

Those instructors who answered "no" to the question as to whether or

not the students preferred the Integrated Shop Program over the traditional

Industrial Arts and/or Ar;ricultural Nechanics were asked to check the pos-

sible reasons why the students did not prefer the Integrated Shop Program.

Table 31 shows the reasons the instructors checked. It can be noted that

"tco much reading" and "not enough individual proiect construction" were

the two items checked most.
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With respect. to the support the Integrated nhcp Program has had from

the staff at the state level, the instructors, ls-shmn Table 32, indi-

cated they thought the program had beer well supported in four of the areas.

The one area that res thought to have received the least amount of support

was with respect to "in-service training of teachers."

The teachers were questioned about'the extent that they are using the

Integrated Shop Guides. As shown in Table 33, all the instructors are

using the guides. They are supplementinf.the quides with other material,

especially in the Woodwork end Building Construction program.

Student Cpinions

Students registered in the Integrated Shop Program were asked to respond

to an opinionnaire concerning various aspects of the program. Table 34 shows

the responses of the students to 26 items concerning content, methodology,

and equipment. It can be noted that from 50 to 80 percent of the students

indicated they were satisfied or very satisfied with the Integrated Shop

Program as it relates to most of these 26 items.
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Table 34. Student Opinions Concerning Selected Aspects of the Integrated

is how I 1DOUt:

Shop Program Guides, dais

Shop Program.

t).
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.)

c, 0
1, ",

e
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1. The lectures that are given in
the shop. 3

\
7 0 67

i

12 i 2

2. The lectures that are given in
the classroom. 3 12 20 55 12 13. Being able to keep busy all
the time. 2 7 12 34 33 0

4. The chance to work at my own
speed. 3 7 7 4E 34 C

5. The chance to do different
things ;from time to time. 7 11 13 33 22 06. The way the teacher gives
individual instructions. 4 13 14 46 20 17. The instructional packet I an
working on today. 7 10 24 39 10 73. The chance to work with other
students. 3 6 13 51 28 19. The chance to do something
that makes use of my abilities. 6 7 10 50 29 010. The praise I get for doing a
good job. 6 CJ 19 4E 18 211. The satisfaction of cotpleting
a section. 2 6 19 50 In 212. How tools are available when
I need then. 7 lE 12 41 22 113. How easy the program is and
that I can finish early. 5 7 1,-..,4 47 e

, 314. The idea that when I finish I
can work on a project I chooe.q. 7 14 14 39 25 315. The number of reports I am
required to write. 4 4 22 36 19 91. The amount of time spent in

- class learning to measure. 5 tl 18 49 13 517. The amount of tine spent in
learning about power machines. 7 ln-, 12 50 1818. The number of films that are
Shown. 14 18 7 38 12 519. The way the metric'syatem was

- covered. 11 13 20 34 7 12
20. The knowledge I gain from the

written reports that I write. 7 0 17 33 10 10
21. The amount of class time spent

on safety. 3 7 60 19 2



Table 14.(Continue)

Working on the Integrated

Shop Program Guides, this
is bow I feel about:

3$

22. The anount of class tine learn-
ing about hand tools. 3 5 11 68 10

23. Har4 easy the instructional
packets are to read. 6 3 13 50 10 6

24. The tests that are given at
the end of each chapter. 5 10 18 54 9

25. The cleaning of the shop
after class. 6 7 10 59 16 5

26. The hot eqorh assignments.
3 3 9 43 25 14

In response to the question as to why they like the Integrated Shop

Program better than past programs, thirty -six percent indicated, as shown in

Table 35, that it was because of the more meaningful work experiences pro-

vi.ded. "Better organized' was checked by 31 percent and 3C percent checked
"
more and better tools." Uineteen percent indicated that they did not like

the Integrated Shop Progran better than tile past programs.

Table 35. Students '_:espouse to the question, 'That Are the Ileasons You Like
the Integrated Shop Program Better than Past Programs?"

Reason Response
lumber Percent

.'tore tools and equipment 80 30

Better organized 81 31

Less expensive 33 12

!fore meaningful work
experience 96 36

Don't like ISP better 52 IC

Other 22

4
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When asked what value they thouht the Integrated Shop Program was or

would be to them, 27 percent of the students indicated they thought the

program would be of value in going on to a trade or technical school.

Twenty-six percent indicated it would, with additional training, qualify

them for a job. Another 20 percent Indicated they thought it would qualify

them for a job upon graduation from high school. Only 13 percent did not

know what value the program would be to them. See Table 36.

Table 36. Value of the Integrated Shop Program as seen by the Students.

Value Response
''umber Percent

Qualify me for a job when I graduate
from high school 54 20

With additional training qualify me
for a job when I graduate 6) 26

Be of little value in helping me find
a job when I graduate 27 10

Be of value to me as I go on to a 4
year college or university 42 15

Be of value to me as T go on to a
trade school or technical college 73 27

Don't know what value it will be
to me 35 15

Other 15 5

Table 37 reveals the reasons why the students were enrolled in the

Integrated Shop Program. Forty-one percent gave as their main reason as

wanting to learn about .p.ctual shop work for career reasons. Their second

most important reason vac; "wanted to operate power machinery" and "wanted

to make a special project." These were checked by 25 percent and 21 percent

respectively.
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Table 37. Reasons Students Gave for Enrolling in the Integrated Shop Program.

Reasons
1st Reason

Number Percent
2nd Reason

YuMber Percent

Required of all boys 27 11 15 7

Hobby
14 6 37 15

Wanted to make a apeCial project 30 13 50 21

Wanted to operate power
machinery

34 14 Y.s. 26

Easy way to make a
good grade

5 2 13 7

Wanted to learn about
actual shop work for
career reasons 98 41 36 16

Other
30 13 19 8
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Conclusions

Based on the findings of this stud, the following conclusions can be

reached:

1. The Integrated Shop Program is being accepted by all interested

groups, namely the students, teachers, administrators, and prents.

2. The teachers and administrators are satisfied with the support

they have received from the staff of the Vocational Division at the State

School Office.

3. Students in these rural schools in general are getting a broader

exposure to occupational skills and career opportunities than they were

getting in the previous programs.

4. There is nc significant difference on the pre-test, post-test

scores and the Standard test scores between the Integrated Shop Program

students and the control school students.

5. The students can perform on the cognitive objectives better than

they can on the psychomotor objectives of the Integrated Shop Program.


